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I respectfully dissent from  our holdings that there is no substantial evidence to support

appellant's convictions of manufacturing methamphetamine and of maintaining a drug

premises. We have affirmed appellant's convictions of possession of drug paraphernalia with

intent to manufacture and exposing a child to a chemical substance.  Because both of those

offenses require substantial evidence to prove that appellant intended to manufacture

methamphetamine, and because appellant has admitted that she knew that methamphetamine

was in fact being manufactured with that same paraphernalia at the time of her arrest, I think

that the fact-finder could plainly infer that appellant was engaged in the manufacture of

methamphetamine.  To hold, as a matter of law, that the jury could not so find on this

evidence is to me inexplicable. 

Nor do I believe that there was insufficient evidence to support appellant's conviction

for maintaining a drug premises.  It is clear that no ownership interest in the premises is
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required to sustain such a conviction.  See Darrough v. State, 322 Ark. 251, 908 S.W.2d 325

(1995).  Thus, I would affirm this conviction based on the reasoning stated by Judge Gladwin

in his separate opinion.

VAUGHT and HEFFLEY, JJ., join in this opinion.

ROBBINS, J., joins with respect to the discussion of appellant’s conviction of

manufacturing methamphetamine.

GLADWIN, J., joins with respect to the discussion of appellant’s conviction of

maintaining a drug premises.


	Page 1
	Page 2

